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>From ???@??? Sun Jan  9 22:53:32 2000 -0600
Date: Sun,  9 Jan 2000 22:50:49 CST
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 2773
Message-Id: <20000110045558.9065127405@devel43.theporch.com>

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 2773

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) RE: The   URM25D
	by agemi <agemi@alltel.net>
  2) Capacitive Dummy Load
	by Andre Guibert <aguibert@sympatico.ca>
  3) Vintage SSB Net Website??
	by Sandy Gerli <angerli@home.com>
  4) Re: Capacitive Dummy Load
	by Hue Miller <kargokult@proaxis.com>
  5) RE: Measurements Model 59
	by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
  6) Capacitor Leakage - How much?
	by "Denis Sharon W1AOK" <W1AOK@worldnet.att.net>
  7) Re: Need inventory software
	by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
  8) VT fuze - again
	by Hue Miller <kargokult@proaxis.com>
  9) Re: Q: Restoration of finish - bakelite knobs?
	by "Greg Gore" <ggore25@hotmail.com>
 10) WTB: WS No 19 items
	by Paul Thekan <Paul.Thekan@eimac.cpii.com>
 11) Important!  Just FOUR WEEKS from today!
	by MODSTEPH@ACS.EKU.EDU
 12) schematic wanted
	by luc dugas <collins2@globetrotter.net>
 13) Re: VT fuze - again
	by Ray Vasek <w2ec@attglobal.net>
 14) FS: Mullard EF-92 tubes for RACAL
	by Michael Crestohl <mc@sover.net>
 15) RE: Need inventory software
	by "Mike O'Brien" <mobrien@lib.drury.edu>
 16) Re: VT fuze - again
	by Hue Miller <kargokult@proaxis.com>
 17) Re: VT fuze - again
	by William Donzelli <aw288@osfn.org>
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Date: Sun, 9 Jan 2000 14:34:47 -0800
From: agemi <agemi@alltel.net>
Message-ID: <10607.000109@alltel.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: RE: The   URM25D
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have been following with interest the discussions. I was a RF design
engineer during the 1957-65 time frame. Designing HPA'S and anything
else the military required.

I have had several 25D's  and they do suffer from reliability problems
and are a challenge to work on. However, I have watched  tech's pull
them apart with no probeano. All you need is  dexterity and some good
tools and the right attitude.

It's very easy to hind sight engineer a piece of gear. The problem is
you don't know the constraints that controlled the original design.

The  25D, is (basically)  one half the size of A full size typical GR
signal generator. With all the resulting problems. Heat, difficult to
maintain, reliability etc. I bet the Maxim size was a requirement in
the military design specification.

At the time, nobody had much experience with the terrible black
beauty, Micamold and Solar paper caps. Also the "not so good" IRC
resistors and bright tube shields.

Some fixes, are to get rid of any bright tube shields; either replace
them with IERC black types or leave most of them off.

The next step is to get out your 3/4" Greenlee  and punch a few holes
across the top and bottom of the back.

Or get a URM25F which is a much better product.

Roger  KD4AS



 Agemi                          mailto:agemi@alltel.net
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Message-Id: <1.5.4.16.19800104161055.18f77ebc@pop1.sympatico.ca>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Andre Guibert <aguibert@sympatico.ca>
Subject: Capacitive Dummy Load
Date: Sun, 9 Jan 2000 15:18:25 -0500

        Bonjour to All
        Sorry for 2k bug, will take care of it in the near future.
        A friend took apart a WS19 dummy load and was quite 
        surprised to find a that it was a capacitive one instead
        a resistive one as its barrel shape lead us to beleive.
        He consulted Chris Bisaillion and the following text 
        should interest a few of you.
        Any other dummy loads of the kind that you know of?
        Andre

        I have a technical question for you, I disabled my WS 19 set dummy
load, and I found an capacitive load only, I was very surprise, for me an
dummy load is suppose to be resistive to absorb R.F. energy. Do you know why
they use capacitive dummy load? 

        Answer   
>>That's great news.  Thank you for keeping me posted. My theory about the
dummy load is that electrically short whips, that were used, are capacitive.
That's why the variometer is basically a variable inductor to resonate
against that capacitance.  The dummy load was designed to look like the whip
electrically.  It won't radiate far because it is so small but they could
practice or communicate over a very short distance.  A resistive load it
wouldn't radiate at all.   When you then replaced the dummy load with the
whip you wouldn't be far off on the tuning.  The side benefit of the dummy
load design was that it was simple and very cheap to make without a
resistive element.  These are my thoughts since I had no direct wartime
experience with the set (I am 38 years old).  

>>Hi Chris
>>
>>Thank you for your explication, If I remember my Antenna theory, an
antenna is a sum of resistance, capacity and inductance. The capacity and
inductance are only energy exchange between antenna and tx). And the antenna
radiation (RF) is the resistance part of the antenna impedance. In TX, If we
put 20W* (from the power supply) to the transmitter, the tube must dissipate
10W* and the antenna the other 10W*. Butt, if the dummy load is only
capacitive, witch element of the transmitter will dissipate the 10W ?
>>


>>Hi Denis,
>> 
>>Interesting discussion.  I think that the output tube would have to
dissipate the power.  Its really of no concern with the 807 because it is
rated for 30 watts dissipation.  This means that the entire power from the
output stage (about 15 watts) can be safely dissipated.  I think this is why
you don't see any other dummy loads that are only capacitive.  They were
pretty smart with their designs.  I really like the way they rectified the
RF in the variometer and sent a DC signal back down the coax to the
transceiver.  Advanced thinking for the time!
>> 
Andre Guibert
aguibert@sympatico.ca
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Message-ID: <3878F723.C177D63F@home.com>
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 16:01:24 -0500
From: Sandy Gerli <angerli@home.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Vintage SSB Net Website??
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi,

I understand that there's a website for the Vintage SSB Net
(14.293MHz Sunday afternoons). Anyone know the address??

73,

--
Sandy Gerli, AC1Y
500 Country Club Road
Avon, CT  06001-2406
(860) 675-5566
E-Mail: angerli@home.com

Life Member: ARRL, QCWA
Collins Collectors Association
Hallicrafters Collectors Association

Boatanchors are Ham Radio's living heritage!
Restore something! Smell that hot solder!
Better 'n booze. And, you can get up afterwards!!
Keep your finals dipped, now...
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Message-Id: <3.0.5.32.20000109131919.007cd620@proaxis.com>
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 13:19:19 -0800
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Hue Miller <kargokult@proaxis.com>
Subject: Re: Capacitive Dummy Load
Mime-Version: 1.0
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At 03:18 PM 1/9/00 -0500, Andre Guibert wrote:
>        A friend took apart a WS19 dummy load and was quite 
>        surprised to find a that it was a capacitive one instead
>        a resistive one as its barrel shape lead us to beleive.
>        He consulted Chris Bisaillion and the following text 
>        should interest a few of you.
>        Any other dummy loads of the kind that you know of?
>        Andre


--Is he *quite* sure there is no internal dc resistance? The usual 
dummyload= antenna simulator for military mobile HF equipment is
a pF range capacitor with low dc resistance (non inductive R) in
series. The capacity simulates the short antenna-to-ground (or
airframe) capacity and the resistor, the low radiation resistance 
of the short antenna. One i have looked at, for the BC-375/191,
has a switchable capacitor to better simulate various antenna.

Without any R load, seems to me the circuit when tuned would just
exhibit resonance, and not load up to typical working plate 
current. BTW, some of the mil manuals warn against tuning up
to internal resonances in the tuning circuit, i.e. the load is
isolated and not drawing any power, but the circuit "appears"
tuned? I haven't worded this very well, but you know what i mean.
Hue Miller

------------------------------
Date: Sun, 9 Jan 2000 15:51:20 -0600 (CST)
From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>,
   "Cswiger@Wilma. Widomaker. Com" <cswiger@wilma.widomaker.com>
Subject: RE: Measurements Model 59
Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.3.96.1000109155024.13973A-100000@admin.aurora.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

On Sun, 9 Jan 2000, Ed Sieb wrote:

> The problem is that sometimes you find them with mis-matched 
> heads/meters, where the serial number on the head doesn't match 
> the meter unit. Obviously someone in the past has matched up 
> two orphans. 

That's no big deal unless you are a purist collector. What's most
important is that the numbers on the coils matches the number on the head.

                    "Nostalgia is a thing of the past"
    E-mail: broehrig@admin.aurora.edu or k9eui@arrl.net   73 de Bob, K9EUI
            CIS: Data / Telecom   Aurora University, Aurora, IL
                      630-844-4898  Fax 630-844-4222
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Message-ID: <00f001bf5aeb$b9ed1500$2dd34f0c@main>
From: "Denis Sharon W1AOK" <W1AOK@worldnet.att.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Capacitor Leakage - How much?
Date: Sun, 9 Jan 2000 16:51:44 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="Windows-1252"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello everyone,

Can someone point me toward a reference source for
nominal/acceptable leakage current values for capacitors? Now
that I've finally got a decent capacitor tester (Sprague TO-6),
I realized that I don't have a 'feel' for reasonable leakage
rates.

And yes, you're right, I do need a manual for the TO-6. Got one
to spare?


Thanks,

Denis Sharon  W1AOK
Ridgefield, CT  06877




------------------------------
Date: Sun, 9 Jan 2000 15:56:07 -0600 (CST)
From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Need inventory software
Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.3.96.1000109155343.13973C-100000@admin.aurora.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

On Sun, 9 Jan 2000, Kim Herron wrote:

>    Somewhere I've seen advertised, or gotten a flyer for, software that is
> specifically written for tracking you antique radios, parts inventory,
> tubes, etc.

While I don't (yet) use it for that, I use a database program called
PCFile. There is a shareware version available that works just fine,
however I did buy the "real" version to get the manual. You can define
all your field names/sizes so you can customize it for most anything.
Believe the company is called Buttonware.


                    "Nostalgia is a thing of the past"
    E-mail: broehrig@admin.aurora.edu or k9eui@arrl.net   73 de Bob, K9EUI
            CIS: Data / Telecom   Aurora University, Aurora, IL
                      630-844-4898  Fax 630-844-4222
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Message-Id: <3.0.5.32.20000109141433.007da7f0@proaxis.com>
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 14:14:33 -0800
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Hue Miller <kargokult@proaxis.com>
Subject: VT fuze - again
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

	
Say, boys and girls, i was reading in the Feb 2000 issue of
"World War II" magazine, an article, "The 5-inch/38-cal. gun and
the Mk37 fire control system proved an effective combination for
the US Navy", page 8.

A couple statements therein give me pause, viz.,

"The fuse [sic. why this elementary mistake? ] contained a 
miniaturized electronic transceiver that detonated the fuse
by pulse Doppler detection techniques."

Well, it might have worked as a transceiver, but wasn't it
actually just a superregen detector with a couple stages
of dc amplification? Where does Doppler come in here? I don't
recall any circuitry to sense frequency shift of the reflected
carrier. My simple understanding is that the reflected signal
from the radiating detector, was received back by the same
detector, and caused a rise in plate current, which started
the ball rolling. 
Also, i would quibble with the language "detonated the fuse".
I would say, "fired the fuze, which detonated the explosive."

BTW, what kind of frequency did these things work on? Why are
tubes used in this so hard to find, or is it just that we are
overlooking pretty common surplus sub minis?

"The only surviving Mk37 systems and their Mk25 radars are on
the decommissioned Iowa-class battleships and aboard many 
former U.S. destroyers now serving in foreign navies."

Gee, what nation's navy would still be running radars from 
WW2 ? Even if the country was that backward, that they
had to use such radars, how could they hope to cope with
today's weapons with such radar? How could they afford -or
find - vacuum tube trained radar technicians?

My first uncharitable take on such statements is that someone
is using Educanto language to cover up sloppy reporting.
Your input?
Hue Miller

------------------------------
Message-ID: <20000109230111.53841.qmail@hotmail.com>
From: "Greg Gore" <ggore25@hotmail.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Q: Restoration of finish - bakelite knobs?
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 18:01:11 EST
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Thanks for your info Barry. I am sure you know more about it than I do. 
Having thought more about this please let me state it another way to see if 
I can get it right. Earlier to my extreme disappointment I have 
unfortunately personally destroyed forever the appearance of some otherwise 
nice looking Bakelite parts in my beginning years and early efforts at 
cleaning up grungy looking old radio parts. I have seen them transformed 
from having a very glossy appearance with crisp surface detail (an otherwise 
good looking part before the cleaning attempt) to a very dull grainy etched 
and pitted surface. In the quest of learning how to properly clean things 
and prevent this I have questioned the more experienced senior members of 
our AWA affilliated local antique radio club. Speaking with the experience 
of having "been there and done that" they almost all said that the surface 
is permanently etched by certain chemicals found in many common household 
cleaners such as Ammonia, 409, and Fantastic. Further researching the 
subject in various archives I located some articles on the subject of 
cleaning Bakelite safely and the warning was there also. I have found that 
much hand polishing with abrasive auto paint polishing compound followed 
with a wax will help restore the parts appearance somewhat but not quite 
like it originally was only moments earlier. My experience has shown that 
not all Bakelite (or more correctlty phenolic resin I guess) parts will be 
affected by those cleaners. In the past I have had some that cleaned up fine 
and some that etched almost immediately upon exposure to the 409 or ammonia. 
Some brands bakelite parts will more readily etch than others it seems for 
some reason. I now routinely and confidently clean certain scarce parts that 
I have had problems with in the past without further trouble simply by being 
careful with selection of the cleaning agent. I can't explain why the 
outcome is different now but I can tell you this. From the practical 
experience of specializing in a certain brand from the early thirties I have 
learned how to clean those parts without damaging them, something I couldn't 
do earlier. With your experience and knowledge as a chemist could you 
explain what we think we are seeing here? They say a man with an experience 
beats a man with an argument so I am not sure how to explain what you say 
about the nature of Bakelite. No offence intended.

Best regards, Greg Gore; WA1KBQ

>From: "Barry L. Ornitz" <ornitz@tricon.net>
>To: "Greg Gore" <ggore25@hotmail.com>
>Subject: Re: Q: Restoration of finish - bakelite knobs?
>Date: Mon, 3 Jan 2000 01:50:55 -0500
>
>You wrote:
>
> > Bakelite will quickly react with 409, Fantastic, Ammonia
> >and many other common household cleaners. This is often seen as a
> >brownish color washing off the part and usually mistaken for
> >tobacco residue.  Actually this is the glossy surface skin
> >reacting with the cleaner and washing away permanently destroying
> >the original gloss. Your part is dull looking because the filler
> >material is now exposed at the surface.
>
>As the group's "resident chemist" (actually ChE/EE), let me point
>out that your information is incorrect.  Bakelite does not react
>with any of these cleaners.  In fact, Bakelite is nearly
>impossible to dissolve in ANY solvent.
>
>The glossy surface is usually destroyed mechanically and by slow
>surface oxidation over the years.  The cleaners remove the surface
>oils enough to expose the fillers, and the result as you say, is
>the dull surface.
>
>Try washing a brand-new Bakelite know in your cleaners.  What
>little, if any, gloss removed is from the loss of the mold
>release agent (which is often silicone oil in recent practice).
>In fact, the biggest cause of loss of gloss in a recently
>manufactured phenolic product is the removal of molding flash.
>
>
>         73,  Barry L. Ornitz     WA4VZQ     ornitz@tricon.net
>
>
>

______________________________________________________
Get Your Private, Free Email at http://www.hotmail.com
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Message-Id: <4.2.0.58.20000109150405.00b4ba80@eimac.cpii.com>
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 15:10:13 -0800
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Paul Thekan <Paul.Thekan@eimac.cpii.com>
Subject: WTB: WS No 19 items
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hello to the group

  I'd like to find the canvas cover , radio and dynamotor mount and grill 
for my WS No 19 Mk2. Any help is appreciated.

Thank you
Paul
N6FEG

------------------------------
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 18:17:31 -0500 (EST)
From: MODSTEPH@ACS.EKU.EDU
Subject: Important!  Just FOUR WEEKS from today!
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Message-id: <01JKIDH016UY0012EE@ACS.EKU.EDU>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Gang: 

    January and playoff season... that means that "CX" is almost here!
The Classic Radio Exchange originally was the last Sunday in January.
When Super Bowl moved there (back when the playoffs began), we 
backed it off to the first Sunday in February -- which means:

       WINTER CLASSIC RADIO EXCHANGE IS FOUR WEEKS FROM TODAY!

     This contest encourages restoration and operation of old equipment 
(not just tube-type, btw): your multiplier comes from the total age of 
all equipment you put on the air and use for three QSO's -- so the more 
pieces you can get on, the higher the multiplier.

     And if what you have is the latest "Gee Whiz"  solid state, no 
matter: you can still work the great ones with it -- just that your 
score will not have that extra "oomph" from the multiplier.

     Official rules will be published here soon of course, but you can 
start getting set now (or continue getting set as many of us do 
throughout the year).

     "CX" will be Sunday, February 6, 3PM to midnight Eastern Standard
Time, which should work out to 2000Z 6 Feb to 0500Z 7 Feb.  I use both
to avoid misfiguring the Zulu conversion as we once did...  "CX" is 
always 3 PM to midnight Eastern Time, whatever sort of Eastern time is 
in place (Daylight time for the September CX).

     So watch this space for the official rules - coming soon on a BA 
server near you.  Already on the ARRL site, according to someone, and 
should be posted in QST, CQ, etc.

     73,  Al  N5AIT
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Message-ID: <3879099A.FC0C457D@globetrotter.net>
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 18:20:12 -0400
From: luc dugas <collins2@globetrotter.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: schematic wanted
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

hi, a friend of mine is looking for the schematic  of a vhf radio
receiver made by nems-clark model 1907.  also a rycom receiver frequency
range 10-640 kcs model no unknown. thanks in advance for va2gm.
luc ve2lgj 73s
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Message-ID: <38792609.2188D045@attglobal.net>
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 19:21:29 -0500
From: Ray Vasek <w2ec@attglobal.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: VT fuze - again
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

> "The fuse [sic. why this elementary mistake? ] contained a

It's not an elementary mistake. It is correct. So is the use of the term
fuze. They have been used interchangeably by the military over the
years.

The time frame for typical usage of the term "fuse" continued up thru
WW-I and beyond. TM's of the WW-II era have both "fuse" and fuze",
however I'm not aware of any that used both in the same manual.
 
References:
"Military Explosives", Erasmus M. Weaver, c:1906/1917

A. In this book the term "fuse" is frequently and consistently used in
describing the ignition source for many types of explosions
(projectiles, mines etc.). Nowhere does the term "fuze" appear. This
text was used as part of the chemistry course at West Point (although
certainly a few years ago).

B. Fuses were broken down into groups, Detonating fuses, Time fuses and
Safety fuses. Reference para 1510: Detonating fuses are used in the
military service to detonate the high explosive bursting charges of
projectiles or torpedoes. In addition to a powerful detonator they may
contain several ounces of high explosive, such as xxxx or xxxxx (don't
want to be accused of teaching people how to build bombs here!), all
assembled in a heavy steel envelope.

"Army TM 9-1900 / Air Force TO 11A-1-20" Departments of the Army and the
Air Force, June 1956

This TM/TO uses the term fuze instead of fuse, but has definitions
nearly identical to those in "Military Explosives".

Para 78 b. (3) - "The 'proximity fuze' (VT) is essentially a combination
transmitter and receiver. A short time after the projectile leaves the
muzzle of the weapon, the fuze becomes armed and begins sending out
continuous waves. As the projectile approaches an object, the waves are
reflected back to the fuze and picked up by a receiving unit in the
fuze. The interaction of the outgoing and incoming waves results in
beats. When the beats reach a predetermined intensity an electronic
switch is tripped and an electric charge is permitted to flow thru an
electric firing squib. VT fuzes can be used only in deep cavity........"

The remainder goes into lots of other detail involving time delay
elements, impact elements etc. not related to the proximity action.
Unfortunately the manual is oriented to the use of the fuzes and not the
technical details like frequency usage.

All I have described is the radio-proximity VT fuze. There were actually
a total of 5 catagories of VT:
1. Radio-proximity (as described above)
2. Pressure-proximity
3. Electrostatic-proximity
4. Photoelectric-proximity
5. Acoustic-proximity 

The artillery proximity fuzes I was familiar with were tube based and
used thru Nam. Some may even still be in inventory although the new
stuff of course is all SS.

As far as some countries using WW-II technology, I am the trustee for
the USS Cabot CVL-28 Memorial Station (WA2TTX). The Cabot is a WW-II era
aircraft carrier (commissioned April 43). It served during WW-II and
Korea, was also the qualification carrier at Pensecola for a time. It
was leased to Spain in the 1960's and later sold to Spain, who used it
as their flag ship thru the mid-1980's. When Spain finally obtained
their own brand new carrier, the Cabot was to be broken up, but a US
group of Navy veterans managed to have it brought back to the states and
we are attempting to turn it into a museum. I was aboard just after its
return from Spain and I couldn't believe how original it was. Yes, parts
of the ship and some gear was modernized, but lots of old radar and
radio gear was still on board. What really interested me was Radio
Central and the parts bins. They were full of parts , all tagged 1940
thru 1950 time frame. Looks like the Spanish just kept the same
WW-II/Korean era gear on board and maintained right up thru the 1980's.
So yes, I can tell you for a fact that some countries, at least thru the
80's, were using WW-II era equipment. I do have some of the gear from
the Cabot which will be used as part of the radio room once we are back
in service. One other thing that surprized me was that the Spanish
didn't do much in the way of housecleaning. In the desk drawers, behind
desks, in cabinets and other hidden areas were documents and material
dated during both WW-II and Korea. My guess is that from the 60's thru
the 80's there were compartments that had never been entered by the
Spanish crew. It was like opening a time capsule in some places of the
ship. 

73, Ray  W2EC
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Message-Id: <4.2.2.20000109191144.00b33440@mail.sover.net>
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 19:14:15 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Michael Crestohl <mc@sover.net>
Subject: FS: Mullard EF-92 tubes for RACAL
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I found three of these tubes in my tube drawer.  They are not boxed but I 
believe they are unused.  They tested good by substitution in a RA-17.

I sure don't need 'em anymore.  Anyone want the three for $11.00 including 
postage???

73,

Michael Crestohl
mc@sover.net
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Message-ID: <A96271B9ED2BD211BAF80008C7F41F5D79E6C0@lib.drury.edu>
From: "Mike O'Brien" <mobrien@lib.drury.edu>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: RE: Need inventory software
Date: Sun, 9 Jan 2000 18:39:57 -0600 
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="windows-1252"

Kim Herron wrote:

<snip> Somewhere I've seen advertised, or gotten a flyer for, software that
is
specifically written for tracking you antique radios, parts inventory,
tubes, etc.  It's supposed to allow you to put in all your expenses etc,
as
well as track the gear inself with descriptions, serial numbers...


   Recent editions of Antique Radio Classified magazine have carried ads for
a program called Collection Explorer, selling for $39. More information is
supposed to be available at this Website:
   www.collectionexplorer.com/radios/
   I have no firsthand knowledge about this software. I mention it only
because it perhaps is the same one you've seen advertised.
   About four years ago, I decided to try an electronic database for my
modest BA collection, and I posed a query similar to yours to this group.
The responses were varied, with many traditional databases packages
(Paradox, dBase, Q&A, etc.) endorsed. The most frequent suggestion, however,
was to use a spreadsheet program to create my own tracking system. I did
that with Microsoft Excel. I never refined it to the degree I should've,
then lost it altogether during a tragically flawed transfer of the contents
my old hard drive to a new computer.
   Good luck with your project -- and I suspect I'm not the only one on the
reflector who would like to learn of your eventually success, for
inspirational purposes...

    73, Mike, K0MYW
 

------------------------------
Message-Id: <3.0.5.32.20000109202410.007cc800@proaxis.com>
Date: Sun, 09 Jan 2000 20:24:10 -0800
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Hue Miller <kargokult@proaxis.com>
Subject: Re: VT fuze - again
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At 07:21 PM 1/9/00 -0500, Ray Vasek wrote:

>Para 78 b. (3) - "The 'proximity fuze' (VT) is essentially a combination
>transmitter and receiver. 

--essentially: works to that effect, but it is not a transceiver design.
I have seen schematics somewhere, but can't place 'em right now. So it
was really an oscillating detector, and not that far from the idea of 
the metal detector circuit, used in mine detectors, rather than a 
superregen detector, which would not give beat notes. And the beat not
would in fact depend on doppler effect, otherwise the reflected wave 
would be exactly the same frequency, and no beat note. Pretty ingenious.

"Fuze" is, i believe, the preferred,  "correct" term, going 
back a long, long way, before West Point and TM's. I'm sure there are 
other usages in english that are in common misuse. For example, "I've 
got several boatanchors". (Congratulations! So you just got them?)

>As far as some countries using WW-II technology....
>So yes, I can tell you for a fact that some countries, at least thru the
>80's, were using WW-II era equipment. 

--Well, this magazine article is written in A.D. 2000, and purports that
such equipment continues in use today. This was the issue i raised, and
I am unconvinced that any warship is using WW2 electronics. ( Depends
upon how you define the word "is", i guess.)

 In the desk drawers, behind
>desks, in cabinets and other hidden areas were documents and material
>dated during both WW-II and Korea. 

--Never thot about that much before, that shipbreaking would be turning 
up interesting paper as well as anchors!

BTW, I wonder why Spain "needed" an aircraft carrier?

--Hue Miller
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> BTW, what kind of frequency did these things work on? Why are
> tubes used in this so hard to find, or is it just that we are
> overlooking pretty common surplus sub minis?

The tubes are weird sub (and subsubminis). I know a man that worked in 
the tube labs at Sylvania, and he has quite a few of the things. I am not 
sure of the numbers - maybe I will get some next time I see him.

> Gee, what nation's navy would still be running radars from 
> WW2 ? Even if the country was that backward, that they
> had to use such radars, how could they hope to cope with
> today's weapons with such radar? How could they afford -or
> find - vacuum tube trained radar technicians?

I know that some Navies were still using _almost_ WW2 designs on their 
ships - like SG-6s - into the 1980s, but I doubt that is the case 
now. These days a little ricebox radar available at Honest John's Marina 
will outlive and outperform any 1940s design (although in the case of 
fire control radars, the Mk12/13s available at the end of WW2 are still good 
enough today. Lets face it, resolution to a yard or two when firing a 
Volkswagen at the other guy is all one needs! Reliability, on the other 
hand...).

I think what might be happening is some misinformation based on 
assumptions. It seems to me (and is actually one of my pet peeves) that 
many Naval nuts judge a ships radar on its antennae alone. Sure, some 
Navy's destroyers may still be fitted with SG antennae, but what is 
connected underneath? Any S band radar will fit the waveguide. Maybe 
nothing is connected - to antennae are just too difficult to take down!

William Donzelli
aw288@osfn.org
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